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Hath the Church a Right to exclude all 


From her Miniſtry Who refuſo to ſubſcribs 
o her Articles and Creed. 


Hath the Civil Mag iſtrate Authority to limis 
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STIR, 


8 the moſt common Topick of Diſcourſe in all 
V | Ong is the Attempt of the Piſſenters to 
4 et the. Cor port ion and Jet. Aci, repealed. I - 
I take the' Liberty of offering you my 
| Thoughts upon this important Subje&, Titzc 
14 we may proceed clearly in this Point, there is 
E Queſtion or two that ſhou d be previouſly conſidered. It is 
Vent and well underſtobd; that the Deſi gu of theſe A&ts was 
Pecure the Church of England as diftingniſhed not only from 
piſes, but from Sefaries likewiſe of all Denominations, An 1 
bliſded Church there was when theſe Laws were made; | 
chat there ought to be an Eftabliſhed Church is a Principle 
ich theſe” Laws ſappoſt as their Foundation, If this Founda- 
1 is right, theſe Lats may be right: but if it be wiong, - 
le Laws certainly muſt. be wrong too; for no juſt Law 
be founded in Unrizhreonſnes, „It will be neceſſiry there- 
to conſider what is it, that creates an Effobliſbment, add. 
ittue of what Ae Authority the Chureſrof Exglaud be- 
nes the National Eftnbliſ d Religion, If Authority iu this 
e can be juſtified, the Eabliſhment will be juſtifled; and it 
much the more concerns us to ſhew that it may be juſtiſted, 
* n A3 Wl 25 
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e ſome Diſſenters of late have taken great Pains to reprel 

all Effabl:iſhments as Tyranny 14 . 

The Conſtitution of the Church df England is partly x 
ſtiea and partly C¾il. Its Eccleſaſtici 


Conſtitut ion reſt 
this, That ſhe admits none to her Miniſtry but thoſe who 
ſubſeris to her Articles and Creeds, and engage to-conforn 
her Publ ck Worſhip as framed and ſettled upon the fame! 
of Faich, Its Citi Conſtitution (in Virtue of which ir becc 
1 Charch Pub ickly and Nationally Eſtabliſhed) Tonliſts in 
That the public Eucouragemens allotted to thoſe, who ſha 
appo nted to teach and inſtruct the People, are limited aud. 
tued to the Miniſtry fo /rb/cribing. and conforming, in Dilt 
tion from every Miniſtry which fhall teach other Doctrilf 
or {et up other Ways of Worſhip, The fir/t is the Act of 
Church conſidered as a ſpiritual Society directly, and imme 
ly under rhe Laws of Chriſt. The laſt is an Act of the 
Power protecting and aſſiſting the Church and ſupporting 
gion by the influence of Human Adminiſtration, From 
Caſe thus ſtated, two Points will naturally ariſe. 1. Hath 
Church Authority by the Laws of Chriſt to exclud 
from her Miniſtry who ſhall refuſe to ſubſcribe to her 
cles and Creeds, &c? 2, Hath the Civil Magiſtrate Auth 
dy the Laws ot Religion and Society to limit and confin 
| 8 Encouragements to the Miniſtry fo ſubſcribing, &c 
iſtinction from all others? If theſe two Points can be ett! 

the Afi-mative, it will appear, that our Eſtabliſhment is ri 
and the grand Queſtion which hangs upon theſe, Whethe! 
Corporation and Teſt-Ats ought or ought not to be repe 
will (I conceive) be anſwered without much Difficulty. 

I ſhall begin with an Eceleſiaſtical Conſtitution, and co 
with what Reaſon it is, that our Church requires all wh 

a Imitted to her Miniſtry to ſubſcribe to her Articles and C 

. SUBSCRIPTION in this Caſe means what it means in 
ther Caſes: It is the Evidence ot a Man's Aſſent; juſt as his fc nf; 
his Hand to a Bond ora Deed of Conveyance is the Evidence © 
Contract. And clear it is, that whoever has a Right to reale 
the Aſſent, has alſo a Right to demand the Evividence. I hic 
Point then is, Whether the Church has a Right to require f 
ent to her Doctrine as ſet forth in her Articles and Creed: tric 
whom ſhe admits to her Miniſtry? For the Reſolving of w dre 
it muſt be obſerved, that the Doctrine which the Church pi o 
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„ ſhe propoſes not as her own Doctrine, but as the Dock 
Ckrift. Allowing the Doctrine of rhe Church to be che 
p&rine of Chriſt, there can (I think) be no Doubt but the 
urch bas a Right to demand an Ant to it in all whom ſhe' 
mits to her Miniſtry. For what ine ſhould a Chriſtian 
ry teach, but the Doctrine of Chrift, At 
& True, you'll fay ; But the Churches are not infallible. And: 

hat then ? Churches there are, and (according ro the Scribe 
re Rule) Churches there ought to be, tho there be no Infalli- 
„. Now where-ever there is a Church, there muſt be a Mini- 


aud); for a Church is conſtituted by the Exerciſe of Miniſterial 
Dia,, ſuch as preaching the Word, adminiſtring the Sacraments, 
otra the like. And what will you ſay ? Shall every Man be al- 


wed to miniſter in the Church, who has a mind to take that 
mei ffice upon himſelf, becauſe there are no infallible Guides? Or 
zuſt there be AurHoRIT Y ſomewhere to determine who 

We qualified by their Faith, and who not? In the firſt of theſe' 
vo Suppoſitions, there is plainly no Senſe. For becauſe there 
no Infallibility, is there therefore to be no Order? It there 
ght to be no Authority becauſe Authority may err, the ſame 
Jeaſon will prove more ſtrongly, that there ought to be ns Mi- 


\urb&677; tor all Men are fallible whether they preach with Autho- 
nine or without Authority. And whatever be the Conſequen- 
ces ot Error in Authority, they will not be mended, but made 


uch worſe by lay ing Authority aſide, and leaving the Mini- 
open to all wihour Difference or Diſtinction. Authority 
en /emewhere, there muſt be; the Conſequrnce of which is, 
at ſuch Authority (wherever it reſts, and fallible as it may be) 
uſt have a Right to conſider what are the Doctrines of Chriſt, 
d to admit or exclude according to the commou Methods of 
eaſon aud Prudence in ſuch Cafes. p * 
This Foundation laid, let us ſee what Conſequences will ariſe 
om it. And in the firſt Place it is certain, That whoever 
Pnſiders what are the Dotirives of Chriſt, muſt be ſuppoſed 
dencilb conſider them according to ſome Rule. The Rule in this 
Saſc is allowed on both Sides to be the written Word of God, 


obs hich is a ſtanding Evidence to all Chriftians what is he Faith 
lire alt was once delivered to the Saints, The Queſtion therefore 
ed; hich lies before Authority, when any one offers himſelf for 


dmiſſion to the Miniſtry, muſt be this, Does he aſſent to the 
Podtrine of Ehriſt as ſet forth inthe Scriptures ? Ia which there 
A+ would 
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© is, to exclude all from her Miniſtry: IE ag to give the x 
: ger of their Aſeng. to me, Be of Serp 1 — 9 whicll 


that any (crious es would 2 it. In conferring Ho 
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is ta Judg for him 2507 . by, the Ae get, andre 


ceiye 5 — A true Dofirive v 2 to be ſu 
ported by the, beſt Reaſans, Aud, mult- not the. Church, do t o. 
ime? WII you;denp.that, Liberty, of: Judgment to , Auabaruiſe 
which. you think it right to challenge 70 — {i ? If chen 
thority in this Caſe. has a Right, to judge. tor, her ſclt. ſße my 
have a Right to Ae her Sd br that. adg ment, th 


apprebends to obs the true Docts . 
This is {o clear a Caſe. that it ſeems to me l — impaſſib 


Orders * church « exrcutes a — for . tan 


ain; or by an 77 is, to, be ae — Ad eels 
ie the ume in al Inſtznecg where Gonſ unce is cor 
2 And as with reſpect to priuate Chriſtians, every Mag 
udgment muſt be the Meaſure. of hir ouuνn Conduct, 
1 is jt thoſe who are intru with publigk. A ut hori 
Fot in all . Capacities whether publict or private, every. M 
muſt anſwer far his own Actions. 
This appears to me to be the true State at the Caſe, Fre 


whenee.it is. plain, that the Diſcipline of: the Church in requitit 


all whom ſbe admita to her Miniſtry, ta ſubſcribe to her 1»perpr 
. af. Scriptureas ſet forth ia her Argicles and Creed, is { 
fram , deflroying the. Liberty, of priuate Judgment, that 
iti reſts upon it. For tha), the Church executes: a publi 
Truſs in conterrivg Holy Orders, yet the Judgment direftio 
her in the 3 of that Truſt is properly a priyate Judi 
ment, as all Judgment is and mu be; It the Church had n 
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_ | | 
ve departed from the Faith of Chriſt, ſhe would have ns 
agment in the Caſe, and Authority would ceaſe to be Autho« 
ty ; there being no peſſible Medium between theſe two 
ings: either that the Church muſt recieve all according to 
ir Judgments, or that ſhe muſt diſfinguiſh according to her 
n. And how, I pray, is private Judgment hurt in thoſe, 
ho, itt Conſequence of the Diſcipline of- the Church, are exclu- 


? 


4 from her Miniſtry ? Not at all. For the Church does not 
much as pretend to determine for yen what you are to be- 
„%, but only er her ſelf, whom ſhe is to admit. Ibu differ 
DO Oh 
bor 


om the Church in bn udgment. Differ ſtill, it you 
e Reaſon, The Church hinders you not. You think your ſelf 
lliged to preach in Oppoſition to war 27 of the Church, 
"nyo his too, it you are ſo minded. But what? would you op- 
+.thaoſe Authority under Commiſſion trom Authority? What Senſe 
he E there in ſuch a Demand as this? Or why ſhould Men com- 

icin off Hardſpzps > becauſe Authority does in this Cale what 


: 


pthovity muß do in alt other: 
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SIX, 


S previous to the grand Queſtion, Ougbt the Corpora 
and Teſt Acts to be repealed, or ought they not? I une 
took in my laſt Letter todiſculs a very material Point, Har 
Church a Right ly the Law of Chriſt to exclude all from 
Miniſtry, who ſhall refufe to ſubſeriie to her Articles 4 
Creeds? The Reſult of what I there offered is, that the Chu 


has and muſt have ſuch a Right, fince her Articles and Cr Rut 
are her Senſe or her Judgment of the Doctrines of Chriſt ; whiz 
Senſe muſt be the Rule of her Conduct iu the Execution of Wye: 
Truſt repoſed in her, when ſhe confers Holy Orders. In Purfore 
ance of this Subject, I wilhgow beg Leave to ebſerve, that ec 
Caſe is the ſame with reſpect to viſible Communion at large. ſo 


the Tokens of which none ſhould be admitted but thoſe who 
the Faith: and that is the Faith to the Church which the Ch. 
Judges or apprehends to be ſuch, This explains the true Mean 
of our 20th Article, which hath given much Offence to ſot 
who areacuſtom'd to find fault 5 more Haſte than Diſcret 
The Church hath Authority in Controverſies of Faith 
Hath Authority? To do what ? Why not ſurely t 


1 
Fait 


tn) e 
aith: Not to bind Men to receive any Doctrine as the Dorin 
t Chriſt; which they cannot find in the Scriptures, or which 
hey believe to be contrary to the Scriptures, merely becauſe. the 
hurch decrees it. This is abſurd! But the Church hath Au- 
— Wority in #þis Senfe, That ſhe hath a Right to declare her Judg- 
ent in any controverted Point, and to make her own. judgment 
; ſet forth in ſuch Declarations the Meaſure of her Conduct in 
admitting Men either to the Miniſterial Office or to viſible (om 
union. In ſhort ; The Church cannot ind Men to believe what - 
heir own Reaſon conducted by the Word ot God will not per- 
zit them to believe; but ſne has a Right to judge to what Doc. - 
ines ſhe ſhall affix the Seal of ber Authority; in which Fudg-. 
ent the Scriptures are tobe her Rule, as they muſt be the Rule 
f ever private Chriſtian. For ſo it follows expreſly in the very 
Vords of the Article: Yet it is not lawful for the Church to ordain 
ny Thing that is contrary to God's Word, With what! Senſe 
duld this latter Clauſe be added, if the Church challenged a Do- 
inion over Mens Conſciences, and could decree Doctrines of Faith 
rbitrarily according to her own Will ? „ ood 
What has been ſaid of Doctrine may as well be applied to Horſhip. 
or ſince the Goſpel ordains public Worſbip, it may be incumbent 
pon the Church to af point ſuch a Worſhip as in her Fudgment © 
hall appear to be moſt agreeable to the Scripture Rules; and to 
dmit none to officiate as Miniſters, but fuch as will engage to- 
pnform to her Worſhip as ſo appointed. For the Rule is univer- - 
ui, and equally holds in all Caſes: The Church muſt act accard- - 
g to her own Judgment. Ir matters nothing to. enquire at pre- 


es nt whothey are in the Church to whom is appertainsto judge in 
Chu aſes ot this Nature. Be they Biſhops whe are intruſted with 
Cr uchority; Be they Presbyters; or, Be they the whole Congrega- 
wohin; It makes no Difference. Authority is the ſame whereſo- 
ot Wyer it reſts, and myſt act in the ſame Manner. If in One; ac- + 


ording to the Judgment and Conſcience of One. If in Many; 
cccording to the Fudgment and Conſcience of Many. This Rule 
$ {o clear and certain, that all Men ſee it, al Men act by it, ho 
jean to act honeſtly: And there is not a Sect which can con- 
emn the Church of England in this particular, without being un 
er'a Neceſſity at the ſame time, of condemning themſel ves. 
or let me ask: Hach not every Sect its Interpretation; every + 
eck its Doctrine, which it judges to be agreeable to the Mind of 
briſt as ſet forth in the Scriptures, and according to which it 

rr | x pant ae 
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e . 
admits or et ludis, owns or diſpwns ? Will a Coogregation. of ain: 
Lakers, of Arabs its, of' Independants, of Presbytirian;, &. oz 
adinitthoſeas Tracher, in the Aſſemblies, who ſtiall oppoſe the ule 
very Twiets' by which they are diſtinguiſned from other 
Cammutions ? — Iconfeſs I am not ſo well acquainted 
with the Manner ot Diſſenters, as to be able to inform the Readet 
of their particular Ways of Trial. Bur I put it to their own Con- / 
ſciences; Have they not ſome Way of Trial? Do they not ex. t: 

pel#; do they not require Evidence ot ſome Kind or auother, that{Wffc: 
thoſe whom they adjnir to wort 1 in their Congregations, are in 
their ownOpinionsOrrhadox? If they do, what matters it whether 
this Evidence be given by Sub/c/jption or otherwiſe? Why is it 
greater-Crime in s to inſiſt upon Orthodoxy in our Miniſters than 
its ĩa them? And why isthe Church of England fo emphatically 
called upon to open wide her Gates, and to receive ailiiito her Mi- 
niſtry who I ſaſpe&the Cauſe. The Church of England 
is the Efal liſbed Church. The Church of England his the Pub- 
| Ixk-Enconragements on her Side: And it ſhe has a Right to them, 

may ſhe for eyer enjoy them! Whether ſhe hath, or hath not, 

alt be the Subject of our future Enquiry. I ſhall conclude thi 
Fuper with doing my ſelf the Pleature to obſerye, that what ha 
been advanced upon this Article is (unwarily) confirmed by on 
* of the warmeſt Advocates of the Diſſenting Party. I mean th 
wotthy Mr. Chandler; who, in conſideration (1 preſume of the 
great Hardſhips that the Diſſenters in England at preſent labour 
under, has thought fit to uſher into the World his Tranſlation of 
Mr. Limborch's Hiſtory of the 1nquifition. with a long Intro 
duct ion about Perſeeution. The Gentleman cries out vehe- 
mently- aga'nft Sabſenptions as moſt wicked and ungodly Things 
But (ſuch is the force of Truth) has dropt fame Conceſſions 57 
the Way, which entirely defeats his Cauſe, and ſhews (in m 
ee that he undertook a Point which he had not we 
confidered. e | | 

For Inſtagce : Ask this Gentleman, who are to be admitted 
to miniſter in the Chriftian Church? He anſwers, All are tobe 
admitted who are not rendered uncapable by Jeſus | 
Chriſt——"Þriſtians of all Setts and Deneminati- * p. 86. 
ene. By which ir appears, that in his Judgment. 
thoſe who are admitted to the Chriſtian Minifry ought at lealt 
te be Chriſtians. But who are Chriſtians? Why be des on to an 
ſwer very well, Thoſe who hold the Faiih once delivered to ther 
| Saint. 


= i r 
_ of Mints, _— Theſe whoro ent to the wholeſome Word+ | 2 
xe, our Lord Jeſus Chriſt Ask him again; By what p. og. 


the ule muſt it be tried whether a Man conſents to the Doctrine 


We Chriſt, or not? He anſwers, By the Scriptures, 


ted Which (ſays he) are the Security for Truth and Or- ＋ p. 10. 
detWodoxy f — to which Chriſtians muſt ſtrictiy and | 
On- 


n/tantly adhere *. But * the Scriptures, ® p. Ut. 


ex: to certain Points, are differently interpreted by | 
hat fferent Perſons: What is the proper Queſtion that lies before 
iner y Chriſtian in this Caſe? Why, he anſwers plainly, That 
here otly Enquiry muff be, What is the Senſe of Scrip- 


re? What is the Doctrine of Chriſt and his _ * p. Ih 
l this is right and good. But tell me then, dear Sir, I be- 
ech you teil me, Where is the Ungodlineſs of Subſcriptions you 
Ik of? Or how does this agree with your general Do&rine,. 
hat there ought to be no inquiſitory Forms of Tri- 

*. In your own Account no Man ought to be * p. 112, 
Imitted to the Miniſtry who does not conſent to 

e Doctrine of Chriſt as ſet forth in the Scripture: It muſt 
inquired then (1 conceive) whether he doth or doth not con- 
nt to the Doctrine ot Chai}. And in caſe the Scripture 
mits of variche Interpreqatians, you ſay. (and you ſay well) 
at the propet Equity is, What. is 1 1. of Seripture? 
hat is the Dottrine; of Chriſt? Shew me then, Sir, if you 
u, by what Law you deny. this. Privilege of Enquiry to 


a. ol Church, whickyou' grant to every Chraſtian ;. or, it you 
ro- Iv it to the Church, that it wil not at laſt bring you to 
che- very Methed you ſo much complain of. You plead for 
ngs.& Admiſſion of Chriſtians of all Sects and Denominations; But 


myWſWf:rence either in Doctrine, or in Worſhip, or in both, in Points 
well uch either Party looks upon to be material. To thoſe who con- 
; t to that Doctrine which we jade to be the Doctrine of 


rift; To thoſe who will conform to that Werſhip which 

judge to be the moſt agreeable to the Scripture Rule; 
r Doors are open, and who binders them from coming 
! To ſay that we are obliged to admit thoſe who in our; 


io will lay aſide one Way of Worſhip, which we effeem 
0 a0-Wbecter,. to- introduce others which we eſteem worſe, is 
inſt common Scaſe and Reaſon; and (tor ought 1 know) 

| Cone 
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ry inconſiſtently: Since the very Daverſity af Sets ſuppoſes a 


igment have departed trom the Doctrine of Chriſt, or 


fab ſoribe to 


0 14 
centradicts the Practice of all Churches and Communiont 
the World. 

I bave now done with the firſt previous Queſtion, Hath th 
Church a Right to exclude all pKa her Miniſtry who refuſe 
Articles and Creeds? The next is, Hath 1 
Civil Magiftrare Authority to limit the Publick Encouray 
ments 0 the Miniſtry ſo 2 ub ſcribing? This Point ſhall be < 
euſſed to io wy next Letter. I am, 


Your Humble Servant, 


S I R, | 


1 * HE Power of the Civil Magiſtrate in Matters of Religion 
is a Subject of long and intricate Diſpute, I have no 
need here to enter into the Particulars of it. For all I want to have 
allowed me, is, that ſom Religion ought to be . publickly 
taught, and that it is incumbent upon the Magiſtrate to 
appoint a publick Maintenance to Teachers of one Perſuaſion 
or another, which will not, I ſuppoſe, be diſputed by the Dy- 
enters, For let it be ſuppoſed that there were no publick En- 
couragements for Teachers of, a»y kind, what Advantage could 
the Diſſenters propoſc to themſelves by being made Miniſters of 
the Church of England Would they have Liberty to interpret the 
Scriptures for themſelves? They have this Liberty, and maſt have 
it equally whether they are received, or rejected, by us. Would 
they have Liberty to preach according to their own Senſe of the 
Scriptures, and to worſhip God in the Manner ey like beſt z Up- 
on the Foot of the Toleration®they have this Liberty too. And 
what has the Eſtabliſhment given u. which they have not, the pube 
lick Revenues excepted ? They mean then, not that the publickRe- 
venues ſhould be taten away, but, that they ſhould be 1adifſerens- 
ly ſhared bet ween the Clergy of the Church of England and theis 
Teachers, I am not againſt this, if they can make out their Tiele. 
But I conceive that Diſſenters, continuing ſuch, or refuſing to ſub- 
feribe and conform, have no Right to expect ſuch Encour⸗ ae 

d FA | om 
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from the Publick, beeauſe it is an Encouragement which the Pub 
lick cannot give them, conſiſtent! th Rea/onand Conftianco. 
T0 explain” this Matter, I defire onl y the Liberty of. one rea 
ſonable Prefumption ; That in ſerch public Revenues upon 
the Clergy of the Church of in erage Legiſlature conliderei 
the Church of England as a Church conſtituted according to the 
Order and Appointment of Chriſt; more ſound in her Doffrines 
and more ore in her Worſhip, than the Church of Rome on one 
Had, or than any /eparate Proteſtant C ations on the other 
It is indecd upon this Foat. that ſo far as the ers differ from us 
in Doctrine and and 'Vorſbip, ſo far they muſt be — by the Legi 
flature to bave departed from the DoFfring_ and Will of Chr 
| And what would they have the Legiſtature do ix this Cale? "Yo 
5 may ſay, very renſunably, they out to are. en te differ fron 
chem; that they have no 12 to compel them, by Force, to pro 
| feſs Dottrines which they cannot believe, or yo join in Worſbi 
which they cannot approve. But will you faf, they are bownd 
ot can juſtify it to common Senſe, to enc e an Oppaſttion 
"What rhey apprehend to be the 'Chrift,, a Departur 
cit what hes think to be a 1Vorfhjp moſt agreeable to the Will 0 
Ms oþ ? Muſt the: 8 ßermitte not only to oppoſe the Ju 155 
f. the Legiflatire, but p for it too, by that very 
ſlatue which they oppoſe! Little will itavailin this Cale to lay 
thete ĩs no adh Aby\ inthe pare. For, fallible as the Li 


2 25 is; heir bac. and according to their Judg' met 
act. 
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Fam lies, as well as Abele, 
Kue But Err, | ur perth, Bo when he rakes f Tut, inte 
Ke! eto r̃aſtruc h Children Will be code one who ag. reli 
kim in Judg t. or oae whyg'd/fer:; from im: Idee 


Tom pit remember the b.]. Cor n of tl 
| Bub za a late Reign Did not they Ur Ke it as a gret 
50-4 Fon they du be denied t rty of educatig 
2 ng rheir dn boa r 'Yet this ver 
thing d the) then complafn d of as a Hardbip,upon he 
uss, t nowy think it. reaſonable that che Magiftzat e foul 
ſubmit to Lb would have the. Libert of committin "thei 
"Faminies to the Matuck on ot thoſe who 5015 e Opinions in Re Ligos 

e bur the Legifature, it ſcems muſt not be alloweliÞ" 
Aire ber itt vols & to the Commonwealth! Where! 


an Or by whit Reæaſons pan they ſhew that tl 
vim juin in makin themſelves the Inſtri 
men 


tm) | 
> certain of, Worſhip: in. Cantradiction to, their on 


I ſhauld be verꝝ ſary. ii. any one were fo. weak. as ta object 
e, the I nen⁴ nł“ůAhat Will ariſaathe Puhliek is caſe the 
agiltrate: chend - cnegurage. 2: falſa Religiaa. Fer, art nod 
canveniencies the ſam in Proportion with reſpec̃t ta Fa. 
, Fbhanbme, na doubt, they are. And be thele /mail; as 
., they ma he born, becauſe there is no ſuck thing as- 4, 
ding them without introducing Evils that will be m "7 
7. The Legiſlature, eacourages: one Method of Religion,. is 
iſtinction tram all. others. Tou think it reaſonable they 
h ES: — What is the — 
1$3. that ia the 0728: W: Magiſtrate. ps tes ane Sy- 

— of Doctrines, which in ſome Points may poſſibly be errone- 
s: In the other he would propagate many Sy fem which he 
ay be morally. certain will be erroneous: Far the diſtributing 
blick Encoutagements to Preachers of all Sorts, would no 
lore pramote Trash and ſound Doctrine, than the ing of a 
art where all Commodities, both good and bad, ſhould be ſold 
the ſame Price, would promote . Honeſty and Fair Dealing. 
ere the Body ot the Diſſentera ong ſingle Sect only, or many 
as, all agreeing with us in Points oł Doctrine, and diſagreeing 
ay in ſome triſling Cireumſtances of Worſhip, it might even in 


inti is Caſe be worthy the Conſideratiou of the Legifature, whe- 2 
7 Per it were not more proper to oppoint one uniform Worſhip tra- 


ut the Kingdom, than to leave every Pariſh Miniſter to ſet up a 
erſhip of his on Invention. In vrhich. Caſe it would bene- 
rei ſlary to confine the Prublick Encourage ments to thoſe who 
ing ould agree to conform: to the Worſhip ſo appointed. But the 
Piſenters would have the Church of England open wide.her Gates 
many who differ from her in Docłr ine, to all Sorts of Secturier 
ato all Sonts of Hereticts, who paſs under the general Den- 
ion of Curiſtians, and interpret the Scriptures as. they. are 


a. Let Mr. Chandler anſwer to this Point, and when he has 
wered, let him tell us why Mr. Hoolſton has not as good a Ti: 


to a Beneſſoe as he, Give any Heretick his oV Iatet pretation. 


tian too, or ld paſs, for one. But why docs Mr. Chand- 
plead that CH ita of all Denominasiona 


ra greaing or 


* * —— —ẽẽę — 
, %% __ — — — . —— 9 + et — 


dhe is a Chriftias, Give Mr. Woolfton his Allegory, and he in 


dife 
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> iyroring in DoAtine jrich the Church of England, Mould b 
at 


_ 
| Buben, ougbt not to eneouragean Oppeſirion to Chriftiani 
But is not this Reaſon ag gDοο, | 2 
Faule? 1s there not as much Senſe in ſaying, that the Magiſtrate 
I, perſuaded of the Soundueſi of the Church of Zoglend, ough 


ſes, or in neither; and if Mr, Chandler will fa 
Peper Anſwer, defire bim to ſhew us a berter. 


both as to its Eccleſiaſtical and Civil Conftitution, is juſt and right 
The next and only Queſtion is, Owght the Corporation and N 


forth) is the SzcurtTyY of the Church of England as B 
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o Ectleflaſtical Prefermenta, and not profeſſed Deifts, i 
why Deifts ſhould be excluded, is, that the Magiſtrate, a 


againſt Heretic s, as it is agaiuſt Ia 
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not to encourage any Set which ſhall oppoſe the Docirines of thi 
Church ot England? The Anſwer is certainly good in both Ca 
y, This is not 


' | Having ſhewn-that the Efabliſbment of the Church of Engle | 


Acts to be repealed, or not ? |, Lese 
To determine this Point, two Things are nec to be co 
Adered. The iſt is, whether theſe Laws propoſe a juſt End? 2d] 
Whether they purſue the End propoſed by juft Means FE 

Fhe ultimate End of theſe Laws (as ihe Laws themſelves f 


LwWESsTrAILIS BE o (vide Stat. 10. Anna, Cap. 2): and 
far, I hope there is no Fault. For, it it be right to make an EN P. 
Pliſnment, it muſt be +a! ng that Eſtabliſhment. Till as 
immediate End; /ubſervient to the other, is to keep Noneonfoll th 
miſts of all Sorts out of Offices Civiland Military ;and out of tl 
Government and Direction of Corporations; to the End (as the Pre 
'amble of the Corporation A# declares) that the Succeſſon may mi 
probably be perpetuated in the Hanus of ro well affected to h 
Majeſty and the eſtabliſhed Government. Is this a reaſonable Pre 
viſion, or is it not ? That Offices Civil and Military, that the G 
wernmentand Direction of Corporations ſhould be intruſted wit 
thoſe only who are well affeied to his Majeſty and the Eſtabliſhed G 
vernment To the Diſſenters | ſpeak, and ſet them anſw 
Would they think the Eftzbliſhed Government. ſecure if Offic 
Civil and Military, it the Government and Direction ot Cor por. 
tions were put into the Hands of Papiſts? I ſhould hope they wi 
anſwer, Nv. How then can the Church of England think ti 
Eſtabliſhed Government fecure, ſhould the ſame Power be put 

to the Hands of Diſfenters ? The Reaſon why the Eſtabliſhed G 
ernment would not be ſecuro, if Power were put into the Har 


* 
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| (19) 1 
of pabiſts, is becauſe they are d;/afeSed to the Eſtabliſbed Gob 
med And are not — diſaffefed to the Efabliſbed 
wernment too ? Diſaffected they certainly are to one Part of | 
he Conſtitution, as the Papiſt: are to both: And our Laws | 
now ot no Friends to the Eſtabliſbed Government, who are not 
pell affected to the Conſtitution in Church and State. e328! 
It is a very common thing for Difſenters in this Argument to 
iaſiſt much upon their Zeal tor his Majeſty's Government, as aRea- 
ſon why they ſhould be admitted to Offices of Truſt in common 
with other Subjects; and I am not inclined to ſay any thing in A- 
batement of this Plea, ſo tar as it will go. But where does their 
Zeal end? Why maniteſtly in a Zeal for his Majeſty's Governe 
ment. confidered. only as oppoſed to the Claims of the Pretender, 
and a Popiſh Adminiftration; and ſurely it may be ſaid, without 
any Diſparagement to them, that the Clergy and People of the 
Church of England are as little inclincd to the Pretender and a Po- 
piſh Government as they. But do theſe Gentlemen conſider upon 
what Principles the Revolution ſet out, and for what Reaſon K. 
James Il. and the Popiſh Line were excluded from the Succeſſion to 
the Crown? We need not quote Acts of Parliaments in ſo clear 
a Caſe. It is notorious, that the Security of the Church of 
England was one of thoſe Reaſans; and that his Majeſty and his 
Proteſtaut Succeſſora by the very ſame Laws of our Conſtitution, 
as ſettled by the Revolution, ſtand as Guarantees for the Security of 
the Church ot England, How then comes it to paſs, that Afﬀec- 
tion to bis Majeſty's Government ſhould be made to. confift with 
= Di/affeftion to the Church of England? Or with what Decenc 
W-can any Bill be offered to the Crown, the paſſing of which will 
import a giving up one Part ot our Conſtitution, when upon 
che Foot ot the Revolution the Crovon is oblig'd to protect both? 
If any think that the Church of England would be in no dan- 
ger tho' the Power ſpould be put into the Hands of Diſſenters 
ask once again, would the Proteſtant Intereſt including our Li- 
berties Religious and Civil be in Danger, if Power were put into | 
che Hands of Papiſts? If you ſay it would be in no Danger, ſhew 
me with what Juſtice Papiſts are excluded. Shew me what Sen 
there was in the Revolution. But all Men ſee (and we have telt) 
that if Power was in the Hands of Papiſts, the Proteſlant Intereſt 
would be in Danger; and tor this plain Reaſon, becauſe it is naru+ 
ral for all Men to make uſe of their Power in Favour of themſeluet 
and chęir 0274 Way. But if this is a good Reaſon why the Proteſtant 
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( 21 ) 
A yet ſo unreaſonable as to cry out for Power to enable them to 
rey it. Atter this, Diſſenters may go on to harangue upon 
ne subject of natural Rights. The natural Rights of a Patifl ure 

as the natural Rights of a Diſſenter: And if the natural 
ights of Papiſts are ſubject to Limitatians, by reaſon of their Dif- 

Arion to both Parts of the Conftitution wy are not the natu- 
al Rights of Diſſenters ſubje& to Limitarions 
Diſaffection to oe Part of it? This — cannot be anſwer'd, 
vithout ovrning that the Plea is ridiculous, or ſhewing that this 
ne Part of the Conſtitution, to which they are diſaffeFed ought 
o be no Part of the Conſtitution : Or, in other Words, that it is 
v0 Part of the Concern of the Legiſlature to protect the Church of 
gland, confidered as diſtinguiſhed from other Proteſtant Com- 

unions. And when the Diſſenters can make this out upon clear 
;:Monfiſtent Principles, I'll give up the Point. 

I have little to ſay upon the ſecond Queſtion. Do theſe Laws 
purſue the End pro by proper-Means? The Means are, in 
Fort, the requiring the moſt ſacred ud ſolemn Evidence that Chri- 

lians can gie of their being in UDmmunion with the Church of 
gland. And whatever be the ſncaveriencies that the Sacra- 
ental Teſt is ſubject to, it ought to be inſiſted upon till a better can 
de formed. Not (you'll ſay) if it be an unlamſial Teſt. 


asm perſuaded it neuer will be. If * otherwiſe minded, to 
nel uch, I anſwer, That whenever it ſhall be granted that ſome Teſt 
Where ought to be, and the Queſtion comes to be ſing y this, Is 
ie Sacramental Teſt a proper Teſt, it will be a proper Time to con- 
der what may be objected againſt it. But ar preſent the Diſpute 
zocs higher, the Diſſenters declaring againſt all Teſts, becauſe 
bey think they ought to be made capable to hold Offices of Truſt, 

ad Power, The Queſtion now to be reſolved is this, Owughs 


Point having already diſcuſſed, I here take Leave of thy 


* 
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y reaſon of their 


o, but it has never yet been proved to be an unlawful Teſt; and 


Power to be put into the Hands of Diſſenters, or not ? And thig 
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